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follows this Note, is:from Mr. Lyndyand relates. 
‘to the notice which was taken of his Pamphlet on Baptism, in our 9th Number; .. 
Mr. Lynd i is not pleased with our piece, and indeed, it was not expected he 
would be; for what person in these days of boun iathon® and bad’ feeling, can 
be pleased with any thing.said by another who differs hin teligion ? 
religion apart—W hat author ‘may pleased with 
thing .written,. ppan. his.bpdk, if his hogk is, Marth the lopking.at?, Mx, Lynd?s 
pamphlet is in some respects a good one ; in it he has well answered a iombe of 
cynical’ objections brought by Mr. Witson “against imméision ‘and ‘he 
‘moivover, corigregated @ tiumber'of ‘authorities from ‘both sides of the’ question ! 
‘for the import of the word bapliso;, so-far-His little book will, we doubt not, to a., 
contain xtent subserve the cause of original Christianity, and second ,the 
of its-author we published most a dozen of i its pages in Our last 
But, in another point vies, we ‘Lyr 
but harm, it will only aid those who are already but too solicitous of getting rid of 
the plain sayings of God. We think wéhiave done Mr. Lynd no injustice. But 
authors will complain ; es Mr. Lynd blames us, that we have been 
“ Unkind, if no avd laccubes! ts ofthaving “ sup- 
pressed part of his mutilated his sentences begs us him 
no gh naliies ;?? asks, whether we have “ever studied language ;”” and doubts if 
withat theNew Testament was’ written in Perhaps) says 
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him to pablishin his own’ Paper, the severe ingulpation? No, 


of Jesus Christ for the remission of /his.rins. We have reduced 
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| fif-anive on the subject of baptism. Tam thankful for your attention, and rejoice 


; 


he, do not wie written in 
Greek.” In conclusion, Mr. Lynd requests me to do him Justice 
by publishing his reply in the EvanceuistT. — 

_Unkind;—Ah me, how unkind.oft times aro we in our endea- 
vors to show others that they have been unkind to us. Supposing 
the Editor of the Evangelist to have been at fault, was it kind in 
Mr. Lynd, without the most positive proof, publicly to blame him 
in the above unqualified terms, and then in conclusion, to request 
no; 
it was not kind; bot to Complain is weak; and 
“to be weak is to be miserable doing or suffering.” Away then 
with complaint, and Bays us, Beloved ourselves to the 


| more manly matters of ag bot reason, of argument, of scrip- 


ture;. and, be. it remembered, that. however many smaller matters 
arise; felative to Baptism,—the main state—the true question, be- 


tweeir those who espouse, what fordistmetion-sake has been called 
- The Ancient Gospel and all others, is as follows: 


“ Ought the person, who believes as the Scriptures require him 


‘ to bnliovd, and repents as the Scriptures require him to repent, to 


yes; or no—i or, d 


‘Danswer most fearlessly inthe affirmative, that such person,” 
cording’ to'the law ‘of Christ, otight ‘to be baptized in the narhe 
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this. Doctrine to. practice; by. the. word. of Gon we its. 
with the word ‘of Gop we will defend 


“Meanwhile we shall introduce to rear Mr. 
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your last tiumber.af the Evangelist you: condescend to notice a publication. 
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“that you ‘havediscoveréd ‘and important trath, "i. that’Mr. Lynd’ “ has'not in 
his pamphlet given the: most jealous of ‘his flock ‘the least’ reason to suspect his 
fidelity #0 the cause of the Regular Baptists.” ‘It is true, dear’sir, that my mind 
remains unaffected (except with pity,) by the bold and unrivalled defences of 
water regeneration, by Alexander Campbell; and by the’singular progress it has 
made during five years. Indeed. it is a singular progress, and may be compared 
to the wandering meteor. [am glad you have discovered: another thing, that I 
no taste the. Holy: Thanks be to 


Before to" upon iny “pamphlet, you your own 
views of the ordinance of baptism. You say, “ the ordinance itself has three 
meanings—a literal, emblematical, and rhetorical.”” When I first read this I 
was at a ldss to know what real difference existed between metaphorical and 
rhetorical signification. ‘In reading the illustration of the latter I happily dis- 
covered your meaning. You declare that the rhetorical meaning occurs, when. 
the Saviour calls baptism a birth, “ born of water ,»”—and Paul styles it among. 
other things “ Circumcision of Christ,” made without hands, I suppose. Jesus 
Christ says, “born of | water and the Spirit,”—but you do not hesitate to sup-, 
préss a part, and an essential part to the understanding of the sentiment deliver- 
ed’ by our Lord. This is worse than tranposition. Truly, this born of the 
water and of the Spirit,” and “ the Circumcision of Christ,” if nothing more 
is meant than water baptism, is it rhetorical meaning. 
this explanation was a thetorical flourish, bat now I know it, for oF Editor of 
the Evangelist has told’meso: 


in theiz minds as énsolenily to:assert that: baptism ‘is in no part of the Divine 


Word associated with the forgiveness of sins; yes, these are ee mY A : 


» let me say, ‘seas. the nap bas paseed. away 
man is to be takea for proot.,. And more than this, the man who mutilates the , 
sentences of others, witha view to strengthen his own system, or to render their 
sentiments ridiculous is viewed with abhorrence. a am willing to view the case 
in the most favourable light, but sir, you have mutilated my sentences. When 
yon ‘assert, that the very words T have used are these, * Baptism is in no part of 


the Divine Word, associnied With the of. sins,” have not done, 


ot hi of Peter’ did not 


‘Talways thought that 
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pot, according to, the, cousistent interpretation of -thisy with other and numerous 
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baptism and, remission, ier 


passages of the word.of this:langeageof Peter.should be found’ to: 
prove, what you contend: for, let it be so, butif this: passage does not prove, that | 
in,our baptism we,receive' the forgivenees:of our sins; where is the passage in - 
which it.can be found? Have you shown that there'is any other passage?’ Have 
you proved that forgiveness is thus associated .in other'part ‘of ‘the word of 
God? No,. you .have not attempted and ‘until this is done, would have 


_ been well for you not to have touched the subject. You have not met my posi- 
tion, and answered as a faithful disputant ought to have done. You have em- 


ployed ridicule, a weapon very seldom employed in the saered page, and a wea- 
pon, which, when. used by fallible men, in nine cages out of ten falls eareatent to. 
the | 

~ Thdeed, you appear to me to yield the point, “a er | is bat one passage in 
the divine word, from which you would attempt to prove, this connexion of bap- 
tism and remission.” You observe, “ Does the Rev. Gentleman imagine, that 


_ it detracts either from the signification or authority of God?s sayings, that they 


are found only once in ‘the Holy Scriptures???" ‘This is readily answered. It 


‘does not detract’ ¢ither from ‘the signification or Authority of God’s sayings, that 


they are found only dhce'in' the Holy Scriptures. “One passage, the meaning of 
which is clearly ascertained, is as good as a thousand, but the meaning of that. 
one passage in the, 2d Chap, of the of the pontine, i, very point in die- 
pute and you ought to have answered it, not ridiculed it. - 

add, . Was death associated with the. fruit, im 
‘more passages of the Old Testament than one? No; .it was only said once,— - 
“ In the day thatthou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die.”— You would like to - 
heax-me make three observations on this passage. I will make but one, and that: 
in the:form of a question.’ If no explanation of this passage can be found in 
other parts of Scripture; how will you prove that Adam died on the very day on. 
which he eat the forbidden fruit, contrary to the Divine record, that he lived 
after this period ? You must answer this question, sir, not-skip it. You must’ 


cétifine’ yourself, in the answer, to this single threatening itself, and not refer to. 
paits of ‘the Bible for explanation. “If you'do not, your flourish about 


séutiments, on the language of Peter, gaes for nothing. _ 
‘In reference to my three observations on the language of Peter, you say, the 


st observation is cannot. mean what it 


cry 
“Now. sir, if this is not disingenuous, am of 
of wlan the T am not angry, sir, bur it grieves me to pror - 
fessed Minister of the Giuipe dove scending so low to support a favourite. h 
sis, My first observation does not say, nor can it be forced to signify, that 
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on Baptism, | 245 
wase capable of transposition in rendering. it into English? Perhaps you do not 
know that the New Testament was written in Greek. ‘Is Greek idiom, English 
idiom? Have you ever studied language? But you grant afterwards that it is 
perfectly capable of transposition, and what then? Why, the matter on the title 
page of Mr. Lynd’s Pamphlet is also capable, or at least susceptible, of trans- 
position, and to prove this, you alter it to read thus: “ Baptism, a Divine In- 
stitution, and worthy the serious regard of al] who reverence the authority of 
Samuel W. Lynd, Pastor, &c. &c. to complete your et cetera, you-should have 
added, “by Jesus Christ.” Now, sir, you know that the title to my pamphlet 
is not susceptible of such a transposition, except by blasphemy. Not only is this 
title divided into two separate sentences, but double lines are drawn between 
them. You could not be mistaken. Had you given a transposition to the title 
itself, you could have done it in this way :—“ Baptism a Divine Institution of 
Jesus Christ, and worthy the serious regard of all who reverence his authority.” 
But did you really suppose, that the sensible part of the community, into whose 
hands your Evangelist might fall would be satisfied with your representation ? 
No, sir, you may call it ** Mr. Lynd’s trick of transposition,” and you may 
denominate him “ a silly tinker of the Holy Word of God,” as you have done, 
‘but those who read and value Mr. Campbell’s New Testament, will be cautious 
how they call transposition “‘@ trick.» Compare Luke 10—30, 22d Chap. 
and 29—30; and John, xx. 19, with the Greek text, and with our common 
translation, and you will discover transposition, and such transposition too, as 

in every instance alters materially the sense of the passage frofm what itis in our 
common translation. That such a transposition of the original is justifiable 
- when it gives a better or more consistent sense, no scholar will deny. You 

should have shown that this transposition is not consistent with the truth. I had 
. Shown that it corresponded with other places where remission of sins is imme- 
diately connected with repentance, and not with baptism. And how is this 
met? By destroying your whole system. You say, that“ the Gospel of Christ 
assures us, that remission of sins is not absolutely connected with either faith, 
repentance, or baptism alone, but that the whole of them is expected of him who 
is a candidate for pardon by the blood of the Lamb.”? Admitting this to be true, 
do not the Scriptures associate salvation ttself with faith alone, in the passage,— 
6 Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, and thou shalt be saved??? Do they not 
connect remission with repentance alone, in the words, “ And that repentance 
and remission of sins should.be preached in his name, &c.?? Of course, your 
_ saying, that remission is not absolutely connected with either, does not weaken 
‘the reason assigned for a transposition.”» But, again, if remission is not abso- 
‘tions be answered. }‘7~ Is remission absolutely connected with the observance 
of the whale? .And, if the whole are not obeyed, can a person be forgiven, whe 
is disobedient to any one of the three? Have ‘persons who have exercised re- 
ed, and: faith in our Lord Jesus Chaist, and 
21* 
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| Mr. Lyndon Baptism. 


immersed, ever received the forgiveness of thieir sins? Have persons i iepiania, but 
who neither repent, nor believe, received thie remissions of their sins?’ Do you 
mean to say, that repentance, faith, and baptism, are merely expected, of him 
who is a candidate for pardon? Can pardon .te bestowed without repentance, 
and faith? Can pardon be bestowed without baptism; and is it ever. done under 
the present dispensation? And before the answers be given, let some queries, 
proposed to you on.a former occasion, with their replies, be well reviewed. .Com- 


pare those replies with some assertions, on page 25,.and page.38, of the Feb. 


number of the Evangelist;.and also, page 12, of the Jan. Number. Truth is 


consistent and remains the same iu February that it wasin January. It is ever 


the same. Let me close this part by saying, that you have not attempted to — 
show the incorrectness of my transposition, by any thing like philosophical argu- 
ment, or by any argument whatever. *— 

When I said that the passage was you charge 
me with an effort to get rid of the plain sayings of God. Now, Task you asa 
man, and as a gentleman, does Mr. Campbell in his New Testament where he 


has inserted numerous translations, different from the common version, make 


efforts to get rid of the plain sayings of God? Why not say to him, “let us read 
it as it stands, for if it be bad theology as it came out of Peter’s mouth, it is ten 
times worse as it comes out of yours.” Sir, take up the original, and examine 
it, and then show that the passage is not capable of such a rendering. As to 
_ the theology of a 
swered the questions proposed above. 

You have here, again taken a liberty with wily unkind, 
if not unjust. You write thus: “‘ You would have men forgiven their sias when 
they repent, but not relinquish their sins until they are baptized; thus repent: 
ence is the forgiveness of sins, and baptism the relinquishment of them.” 

Now Sir, when are men forgiven if not when they repent and believe in 
Christ? Repentance supposes faith; the former cannot be exercised without the 
latter. The Apostle Paul says, “ Therefore, being justified by faith, we have 
peace with God.” . Justification either means, or includes the remission of sins, 


in your own theology. Now, if a man is justified by faith, he is certainly for- 


gi¥en by the same act. But, faith must be exercised before baptism can be ad- 
ministered, and therefore, forgiveness must precede baptism. ° If the premises 
are true, the conclusion is logical, and you cannot overthrow it. meeremy 


_ Again, my theology does not teach, that men are not to relinquish their sins, 
Le il baptized. ‘Tbe language, “ be baptized unto the relinquishment 
or putting away of sia ,”’ does not imply this. Baptism in this connexion is me- 
taphorsical or emblematical. It is a declaration of the fact, that we profess pub- 


rise in newness of life in Christ. 


"You have paid no attention tothe pasenge in 


4 
; 
‘ 
j 


Answer to Mr, Lynd. 


says to Saul, st Arise and be baptized, and wash away thy sins.” You could 
not without admitting that his baptism was emblematic of: his putting away sin 
and living a new life. And more than this-the phraseology will not allow you 
to say, that it was an act on the part of God—an act of forgiveness, because it 
was something which Saul himself was to perform :—** Wash away thy sins.” 
With respect to my last observation, you have misunderstood it altogether. I 
did not assent witliout qualification, that the language of Peter was doubtful :— 
~ [said, the language as it stands in our translation. If I understand the doctrine 
of the Reformers, it is this; that, in the ordinance of baptism we receive the re- 
mission of our'sins, and that'no person who has not been immersed can~ have 
any solid evidenee that his.sins are forgiven. In-conversing lately with a preach- 
er of your order, who has fepeatedly spoken in the church in Sycamore street, 


and who has also furnished essays for the Evangelist, he admitted that there . 


- were good men in the Presbyterian and Methodist Churches, who were in favour 
with God, and under the sanctifying influences of his Spirit, and who would no 
doubt, be saved, but that they were neither justified nor forgiven in this life , be- 
cause they were not baptized. Now if this is your view, and the view of the 
Reformers, generally, you make baptism, in order to remission of sin, a fun- 
damental doctrine, @ sine gua non, in the forgiveness of a sinner. Such’ a 
doctrine we should expect to see frequently illustrated in the word of God.— 


It ought not to rest upon a single passage of Scripture, interpreted in sucha way | 


as to be at variance with oft-repeated and established Gospel principles. If the 
passage by transposition, gives a more consistent or a clearer sense—if it is capa- 
ble of a different rendering, without violence to the text, standing as it does 


alone, it cannot be made the proof of a fundamental principle in religion... mrery 


sensible man in the world will accord with this-sentiment.. 

In conclusion, I have only to say, that I hope you will do me the justice to 
publish this reply, in the Evangelist, and that, when you condescend to notice 
me again, you will employ argument instead of ridicule. Overturn my argu- 


ments if you can, for I desire to know the whole truth, but-do’nt call mes hard 


W. LYND. 
‘CINCINNATI. ‘September 1833. 


ANSWER TO MR. LYND.. 


~ Parag. Ist—This paragraph contains absolutely nothing but 
an expression of its author’s pitiful attachment to the cause of the 
Regular Baptists; and an error, which, if we here assume, the 
liberty to correct, Mr. Lynd will not, we are sure, take it amiss. 


“T did not say, in my piece, that Mr. Lynd had “no taste for im- 
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"proving the Religion of Christ,” but that I was anxious to learn 
“ from his own pen and publication, his taste for improvement” in 
that Religion—inthe high matters of that Religion. To improve, 

religion, and to improve in religion, are very different matters. — 


Parag. 2d. This paragraph is written in very good humor, but § 
like the former, it is without discrimination; for, if Mr. Lynd will ~ 
condescend to read again, he will see, that the Editor of the Evan- 

~ gelist has.not attempted to trace any “difference between the me- } 
taphorical and rhetorical signification” of the Ordinance, but only | 
between its rhetorical and emblematical uses. Did not Mr. Lynd 

himself in the above flourish, wish to thetoricate a little? 


4th.—Mutilated This is a bold push to 
thrust‘a man to fault, truly. Why, sir, I have quoted your entire _ 
paragraph—the words referred to and all their adjuncts toa letter— 
ahd I have made it to stand out also on the page of which it 
forms a part with peculiar prominence by double spacing it—a 
distinetion which does not characterize my own paragraphs. Yet | 
you say I have suppressed ‘a part’ of your lahguage! I deny it 
sir;—these are your very words;—not your paragraph, for that . 
immediately follows ;—but they are your very words, and that 
part of the paragraph which contains your sense of the famous 


envecling to the consistent 
interpretation of this, with other numerous, passages of the 
Word of God, remission of sins is not connected with baptism in . 
it; and, therefore, you labor by transposition, definition, and 
- -dubiety, to sustain your opinion; concluding the paragraph with a 
wave ont “ met and answered, as 
a faithful disputant.” 
_ The state of the case is this:—I, “as all who baptize for re- 


mission, affirm, that in this pa remission is associated with — 
on baptism,—you denied this, and have offered three observations 


j@hi'Vou are pleased to call arguments. Ina word, we affirmed, 
you have denied;—you have reasoned, we have listened ;—but let 


| 


md the grounds of each others’ position, for though tw 


riot follow that’eithér of them: occupies good: ground; understand 
then, ‘the ‘ground on which I placed myself few years‘ago, and on 

Words are: with: each othét in as; by 
juxta-position, idiomatically, grammatically, dogieally, and in re- 
ligion, theologically : Now, when it is said; “ Repent, and be bap- 
tized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ; for the’retnis~ 
sion of sins, and you shall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit,—is 


there no relation between the’ words baptized, and remission, ‘as 


- they stand in the passage; but merely one of juxtaposition?’ Dare 
nothing be affirmed here, but that remission stands a little nearer to 
the word baptized than it does to the word repent? ‘Do all ‘its idoi- 


matical, grammatical, logical, anid theological relations and signi-— 


fieaitie! belong not to the word baptized’ with which ‘it is imme> . 
diately connected; but to the word repent with which it is at most 


but remotely connected? Then there is no more connection betwee 


baptism ‘and remission in the passage referred to, than between 
the last: word in Chronicles and the first'in Ezra. Butin opposition 
to all this, I affirm that baptism and re-nission, are associated in 


pression “ Be baptized, every one of you.in the name. of Jesus 
Christ for the remission of sins,” is an/approyed, popular idiom, 


divinity. sett fad re aad 


mpch i in the idiom, of our.tanguage,.as the expressions,.“ Go to 
the spring for water; gotothe orchard for fruit; go to 
for flowers; go, to the, store for silk;” than which, .there exis 
commoner. form of. speech. But again, I say there. je more 
logic, or reason, in. the expression. “ repent, and be baptized, for the 
remission of sins,” than, there would be in the, expression, “Re, 
pent for the remission of sins;” for.if one. 
ther by disobeying. his co 
human ‘actiop—and the. use of language, to “Repent 2) 
as you'are bid, ind You, ‘say, Repén 


melt may assume ‘positions direttly opposite to each other; it does 


this passage in all'the respects mentioned. -Ivsay, that theex-~ 


has offended ano- 


mands, | it is. more in accordance with 
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forgive you.” . There is then, more logic, or wisdom; in the 
whatever were given to the words of which it is made up? Now, 

the juxta-poation of the words, the, idiom, the grammar and 
id is the logic, are all in fayour of a literal interpretation, viz: baptism, 
_ “for remission of sin, it only remains to say a word on the divinity 


= of the passage:—Is it then, good divinity as it stands, without, the 
&§ aid of transposition, definition, dubiety, &¢.? 1 say, Yes; it is 
good divinity: .as it stands it is good divinity: because it is lite- 
&g _ tianity., Some spirit may arise; some spirit may haye arisen 
a! | _ who shall show, by transposition, definition, or, some other of the 
rules of criticism, that the idiom, grammar, logic, and theology, of 


_ the passage as it came from Peter’s mouth, require to be mended ; 
but who this spirit shall be, in the delicate relation which I sustain 
the present discussion, have not dared to imagine. But, i in 
— _ the meantime, the reader, will perceive that we baptize for remis- 
_ _ sion, on the grounds that baptism for remission is injoined literally, 
without.any figure or metaphor mingling with the injunction; and 


a8 One literal passage may enlighten but never can destroy ano- 

a ther; and, as literal passages take the precedence of figurative 

_ ~ ones, and derive nothing from them of the nature of proof, but 
only of illustratioi—the position we take, when we affirm, that 

| all force and hostility. 

nature of the contention this: We offer no argument 
-_— in support or defence of the passage, but the propriety and chas- 

4 _ tity with which it is clothed, in'every thing that relates to divinity, 


: ae and even syntax. In quiet possession of otrrselves, there- 
 foreyand without repudiating any of the rules, laws, or canons, of 
jst beriptural criti¢isism, we stind prepated ‘to ‘hear‘alll Other 
scriptures, ‘and ‘all other Men, ‘relative ‘to’ évery ‘thing ‘and’ any 

‘thing; in the Way of criticism, whether corrective or 

Ajid, matt has dhburdetied hitnself of ‘all tfidt he say, 
false letters, words, sentences ) yand 


‘ 
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and grammatical and 
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: “there is, but one passage in the Divine Word,” from: which T | 


Mr. ‘Lynd. | 


rhetorical ; and laid dow hits in regadd 
distribution, sion, occasion; time, ‘place, 
every thing’ else that forms ah object of scripture criticism, we only 
‘the libghty of saying, Sir, we must consider of if. 
your next paragraph, you Suppose that I yield the point, ‘that’ 


would attempt to prove the connexion of baptism and. remissi mission; —s 
but, sir, you mistake again.. er, one 
at this connexion;subsists in other passages... 

Your next paragraph is also founded on a. false 
‘expressed, but violently ‘assumed, namely,: “that I, do not’ admit 
one scripture in the explanation of another,” and on this suppo- 
sition, you propose the case of Adam for explanation, bidding! ine 

“confine” myself to this: ‘ single Nowy sit, 
_ know not what it was in my notice of! your ‘Book, which caused’ 
you ‘to imagine, ‘that in my readings,’ and considerations, of the’ ) 
Holy’ Seriptiires, T was bound down by stich a maxim of 
interpretation. | “The passage referred’ to, and all others, contain- 
ing difficulties of any nature, I would readily ews ti sub- 
ject to the canons of an enlightened critisism. YO 


Th the succeeding paragraph’ you blame me in ‘a Very rodfid 

‘In the partigraph that follows) you say, ‘that you are’ wince 

this piece of information is Very necessary, for [should have’ 
judge you to be-a little angry because the ‘mistakes’ which you" 
‘have committed, and your tees oR and sayings, from these’ 
mistakes show buit too plainly, that all was not’ right. Sir)’ will 
you please, take my 9th Number, and turn to’the page, 196,‘and;” 
the paragraph you have quoted, and let me-say a word or two) 
1st, P'there speak of Presbyterians primarily, and notof Mr. Lynd. 
2d, T speak of their way of handling one particular scripture, not 
alt ‘scripture, hor even ‘scfipture in“ general; but' only one, vine 
“He who believeth and is baptized shall bu saved.” Then I'add, 
that they thitik, like Mr. ‘Lynd, the passage worthy of ehikes Bo! 
servations, the amount of which { give in the following words!’ 
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present; We shall speak of tra 


me, have publishe 


from you: 


notmean what it says.,,; 2d, What, does it mean? 9d, We donot 
ow, What. it, the words of, Mi Meaning is 
Presbyterians? Undesbiedy, And, is it not spoke i in -refere rence 
% ir interpretation, of ‘one passage, i in particular, a very 

of scripture? “Undoubtedly. Why then "does. Mr. 
do such violence to the state of the case as to say, that I spoke of 
‘him, and of his general manner “of interpreting ‘beripture? T 
aindeéd retaliate here, and make'use of hard’ words 'ds'“‘disinge- 


nuous” “ descending Tis?” Bic. atid might, hit, mock!’ and 


while mockéd, ‘and way, perhaps, You do not ‘know that the 


NeW"'T'estament was Written in’ Greek ‘Is Greek’ idiom, English 
idiom? “Have you'ever studied language?” ce: but I-forbear. 
«Mr. Lynd, T do:not know that the New Testament:was written 
in Greék. Tha\Gospel' of St. Matthew is-almost universally: be- 
lieved to have beén written in, Hebrew..., “Mr..Dp Pin informs ys 


that ‘all Ancienis.with, one,eonsent, assert, that, he,.wrote 


Hebrew... Papias, lrenaens, Origgn, Euszbiys, St. 
St, Jerome, .St,. Austin, St.-Chrysostom, 
Siu are ,a,,cloud. of witnesses, that Matthew, role e, his 
Gospel i in Hebrew.” Lherefore T answer, do not know, that the 
w, Tests nent was Written i in Greek; and, neither do you, . But, 
Mr Lynd,. you, have, not only, rnisapplied my, words, Dut, bya. 
seleks mistake mis-pointed them by your having put a comma, 
lace; you jhave put, it after the, word. thi, instead of 
the interpretation of, 


was spoken of, one. Passage in 


cular, .And then.yourblame, me for being disingenuous. 


nition, Su¢., and of their, value’as, bran hes of. biblical 

Lynd, | have done you, he justice you required of 
our, piece, entire; and shall answer your. 
numerous. questions in due time, to. 
you,in tarns In; your thind observation, a I, that.“ 
language of. Peter. is, to. say,the east, doubtful, as it stands 
translation,” this; shoyld, make you, courteous. towards. who. 
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leas the same time, do you in teil made. according 
to your own liking trust your cause to your first rule, viz, trans- — 


position? or, do you trust it to your second rule, definition, or a dif- 
ferent rendering of the Greek word aphesin? Be explicit; make 


‘your choice; submit argument; cease to complain and you shall 


have good treatment and a fair hearing. 


With best Ep. 

No. 19. 


In a religion intended primarily to stop men from sinning, it might be sup- 
posed that the import of the word repentance would never have been lost; but 
the contrary is the fact; and now even in countries in which Christianity prevails 


_ repentance is rarely conceived of as signifying a reformation of life ; and its origin 


as one of the principles necessary to admission into the Kingdom of Christ, is 
almost wholly misconceived. Repentance is more generally apprehended to be 
a mental result of special spiritual operations, than a well-ordered life and beha- 


viour, springing from the high motives of a resurrection, of eternal judgment, 
and of eternal life,and the doctrines and the revelationsof the Christian Religion. 
Mr. Stansbury, said Mary Locke, Do you conceive of OPEMBRCY, as 


meaning in all penitents the same ? 


“Mr. Stansbury. Your question, Dear Sister, to demand only a. 
simple negation, of affirmation; but I must crave a momentary indulgence, and 


suspend my answer untill we have ascertained in a summary way frum orig 
ture the true meaning of the word. 


Charles Sandford. Brethren, a word of such fundamental i importance as re- 


pentance, and so immediately related to our introduction into the Kingdom of 


God :—a werd connected with our faith and salvation and associated with the - 


forgiveness of sins, calls for peculiar respect; and in our researches afteiiits 
meaning I-am anxious that Bro. Stansbury should lead us along the most 
enlightened path. The beautiful order of the Ancient Gospel has disentan- 
gled us from the thorns and quicksets of party arrangements, and has laid a fair 
foundation for correct inquiry in regard to all the fundamental principles of the 
Christian Religion, and shall we then not adopt the best method for ascertain- 
ing what repentance is; how it is attained, and what is the use of it? The honest 
eagerness which characterizes the company, assures me that this should be the 
case, is the desire of all; may heaven aid us in the important inquiry! 

Mt. Locke. Reformation has ever formed the major theme among the servants 
of the Most High God, from Enoch down to the Baptist, and from the Baptist to 
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- Huss and Luther and Wesley. It isa matter in the Gospel associated with the 


highest interests of men—their present anc future salvation. When men reform 
the Church is glad, and there is more joy in heaven among the angles over one 
nine just persons who need no re- 
pentance. 

When ths the gay Spring walks forth 
clothed in robes of green the scene is dear to all the sons of men; when the dark 
night retires and the meek-eyed morning awakes, the sons of men rejoice; when 
day is closed and kind evening encircles them in her social arms as she does us 
this night, men are blest; but these things, however fair, however dear, are not 


to be compared in their gladsome influence to the inexpressible and glorious joy 


that touches the heart when in repentance and contrition _ ne ee 
turns to God. 


Mr. Stansbury. Methinks I see the prodigal in the field, and seated on the 
ground ; humbled by the employment into which his poverty has driven him, and | 


- exhausted by hunger he casts a desperate look towards the husks, on which his 


voracious charge are feeding, and in shame and weakness hides his face be- 
tween his knees :—at this moment he comes to himself! his guilt in abandoning. 
the family mansion—his father, mother and kindred dear—his prodigality in 


wasting his family fortune, his former rank and present degradation, the former 


plenty with which ms youth was crowned, and his present starvation and ex- 


- haustion flash upon him and gall him to the quick. He shudders and in the 


agony of shame and grief that rests upon him sighs forth, ““How many hired ser- 
vants of my father’s have bread enough and to spare, and I perish with hunger.” 
Tears rush to his relief, and’ gathering up his noble but enfeebled frame, he 


_ clothes himself with a desperate resolution and exclaims, “I will arise! I will go 


to my father! I will say to him Father I have sinned against peaven and in 


sight: called thy son: make me as one of thy 
hired servants.” 


O! I am touched also with i kis side of the picture, exclaimed an aged 
brother present: Behold, the father, the heart-broken father! He leans by the 


door, and gazes down the lonely avenue of trees which leads to the family man- 


sion; his aged locks stream to the last breezes of the falling year under 
whose keen touch the leaves rush thickly to the ground. He is reatly to 

‘ Tiilis passes away the beauty of this world and all things fair below, these 
leaves once lived—my son also!? when, lo! his attention is arrested by a form 
uncouthly dressed shrouded in rags; Who is the distant stranger? His excellent 
form though emaciated with disease and hunger; his noble and well remembered 
port, though in the rags of .a swine-herd, tell the father it is his prodigal son re- 
turning. He sees him coming; he compassionates him ; he runs, he falls on his 
neck, he kisseshim. ‘* And the son said unto the father, Father I have sinned 
against heaven and before ‘thee, and am no more worthy to be called thy son; 


but the father said to the servents, Bring forth the best robe, and put it on him, 
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Correspondence 
_and let us eat and be merry, for this say Gis io died anil is alive again; she was 
lost and is found.» Glory to our God the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ. 

Mr. Stansbury. But, my Brethren, thefe is another point of light in which 
the:case of the prodigal is beheld in a still more affecting form; this may be 
called its divinity or religion, and consists in the design for which it was 
spoken by the Saviour, viz: to set forth the God 
penitent and reforming sinners. 

‘Mr. Goodall. Yes, this is the unction of the parable, the inimitable oint- 
ment which sanctifies and enhances it in the estimation of the man of God. 

Man’s inhumanity to man 
Makes countless thousands mourn .” ‘ 

Bat God whose name be for ever praised, is full of mercy : ‘When there was 
‘no eye to pity nor arm to save, in his love and in his pity he redeemed us; he 
has borne with his people, he carried them all the days of old. His mercy, his 
tender mercy descends upon us unconstrained from heaven as rain upon the 
mown grass, and as showers that water the earth: it rests upon the sons of men» 
fovely as the dew upon the tender herb; and is over all his works: praised be 
his holy name throughout Jesus Christ our Priest, our Great High Priest, — 

Mr. Benedict. His coming like the morning is! 

: “Like morning songs his voice! 
With the mother of my Lord I say, “ My soul doch magnify the Lor! My 
spirit doth rejoice in God my Saviour !?? Our fathers were Gentiles: they forsook 
the God that made them, and worshiped idols—idols of gold, and silver, and 
_ ‘wood, and brass and stone: they sunk themselves into the depth of immorality 
and were full of all unrighteousness; but the Lord in the greatness of his merey 
admitted them te a place with his people, and granted them repentance unto 
life: praised be the name of the Lord through Jesus Christ our Saviour. 

oc ~ 
CORRESPONDENCE. | 
James O 1833, 
Town, September 21, 


Ta answer to my letter published in your No 9, you place mie in rather an unfa. 
le light before your readers, as though you understood me to say, that the black 
deters made with types in the New Testament, and the Holy Spirit were the same 
thing. This would be absurd indeed. But these black letters represent ideas, and these 
ideas, when apprehended by the mind of man and stored away in his memory, put him 
in possession of all the Truth or knowledge that the primitive disciples received by the 
gift of the Holy Spirit. Therefore what they were taught by the miraculous gift of 
the Holy Spirit, we are tatight by the Record that God bias given of his Son, But to 
come to the proposition 
“Do we, or do we not, after obeying the Gospel, receive the Holy Spirit in his proper 
existence, as the first Christians did?” 
If you had defined the proper existence of the Holy Spirit, we would have had some- 
thing tangible before us If by his proper existence, you mean the power to work mira- 
eles, to speak unknown tongues, and to foretell events, then I take the negative side of 
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_the proposition to be true. ‘But if you mean truth, knowledge, by the term proper exist: 
ence, then I take the affirmative side of the proposition, and contend that Truth is the 
same whether signified by words spoten or written 
~ T am willing to acknowledge my mental organs rather too weak to digest all the 
. ‘metaphysics I meet with on*the modus operendi of the Holy Spirit; We hear much 
“about the external and internal operations. If the operations were physical and the 
_ body of man the substance acted upon, I could digest it. But if the operations be 
moral and the mind of man be the thing acted upon, I cannot digest it, because [ know 
nothing of inside or outside to mind: If it were presented in this shape I could digest 
it. Any thing not apprehended or understood by the mind is external; and any thing — 
apprehended or understood is internal. If this be the meaning of external and internal 
when applied to mind, then all is easy. When the message of God (which is Truth) is 
presented to the mind of man, and not understood by him, it is external to him. But 
when understood then it isinternat’ This will make the saying of Jesus to his disciples 
easy, “‘ I send the Spirit of Truth to you whom the world cannot receive, because the 
world have not apprehended or Known him, but you know him, for he dwells with you 
and shall be in you.” And again, “ He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved” 
This expression of truth, stands to him who has not believed and obeyed the Gospel in 
the relation of a reprover of sin. But to him that has believed and obeyed the Gospel, 
it stands in the relation of a comforter.. The former cannot receive it, the latter may> 
viz: The former cannot appropriate the promise to himself. the latter can. Thenif the 
spirit of a word be its meaning when the meaning can be appropriated to the use of him. 
Ee then may he be said to receive it, and not till then. : 


Yours as usual, 
| M. WINANS. 


ANSWER. 
Dearty Bexoven, 

. jn consequence of what I have written, will believe' you to hold “ that the black 
- letters made with types in the New Testament and the Holy Spirit are the sante 
thing,’’ I certainly did not design to make such an impression on their minds: I 
understand you as follows; that you hold the sentiments as I express it, or the. 
_ tdeas of scripture as you express it, to be an identity with the Holy Spirit. For 
instance, you say, ** He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved” stands 
to him who has not believed and obeyedthe Gospel in the relation of a reprover 
of sin. But to him that has believed and obeyed the Gospel, it stands in the 
relation of a comforter.”? Is not this making the word of God or the ideas or 
sentiments contained in that word the same as the Spirit of God? undoubtedly 
it is: Now then this is precisely what I do not believe. I do not believe the: 
word, nor the ideas nor sentiments contained in it to be the Spirit of God—the 
reprover of sinners and the Comforter of Saints. There is in my mode of thinking — 
a difference between. them as great as there is between a 
_ reprover, or comfort and comforter. 

In scripture the folowing sayings of Jesus Christ occur, “Go ye, therefore, 
convert the nations, baptizing them in the mame of the Father and of the Son 
and of the Holy Spirit, teaching them, &c.” In immersing a man how would 
it sound to say, I baptize you into the name of the Father and of the Son and 
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Correspondence. 
ten a piece of real consideration, on Extremes and Abuses. I have known peo- 
ple who held Jésus to be the Father; others who believed him to be the Holy 

: Spirits and others, as the Swedenburghets, who imaginé him to be both the 
Father and the Holy Spirit. Now all such interpretations of scriptures ate 
extremes; and camnot be used without abusing our religion. 'T’o call the Father 
the Son, or the Son the Father, and either of them the Holy Spirit, or the Holy 
Spirit the Word, is not at all indicative of simplicity in the disciple of the 

‘Great Teacher who has taught ws, that the Father is the Father; the Son is the 

~ Son; the Spirit is the Spirit; and the Word is the Word. I go for Christianity 

‘as it came out of the hands ofits author. I seek not to mend it at all. But if 

we can say without offeting violence to scripture, that the Spirit is the word, 

then with equal propriety we may say, that Gn Bon 
the word, and the word is all of them together? © vege 

word and Spirit, was satisfactory, because I know this to lay at the bottom of 

all differences on the subject, and until this is settled farther inquiry is preposter- 

-ous. Two men may state propositions, submit arguments, furnish illustrations, and 

draw conclusions, but if they differ on the principle terms in the premises, they 

will wever come to understand each other while grass grows and water runs. On 
such a plan of enquiry the wisdom of Solomon were folly ; the reason of Paul a 
short to settle a dispute. 
Say thea; “TI believe that ete Spirit who spoke by the wadisdh'st the 
prophets; who descended on the Redeemer in the form of a dove at his baptism ; 

- who wrought miracles by Jesus and raised him from the dead; who came from 

beayen on the day of Pentecost and filled the church with gifts; is the word of 

God contained in the Scriptures of the Old and New Testament—the whole 

‘word of God,” and I shall understand you; or say, “I do not believe this: 

'T do’ not believe the word to be the Spirit, or the Spirit to be the word: but I 

Délieve the Spirit to be thé Spirit, and the word to be the word ;” and I shall un- 

derstand you. It is a first rule in all education human and divine to call things 

_ by their proper names.’ The sun must be called the sun, the moon the moon, 

and the stars the stars; for to call the moon the sun, and the sun the moon, and | 

shock the common sense of the world. 7 
I requested you to inform me whether what’ I had said on 

‘néss ‘of ‘the Holy Spirit from the word, was satisfactory; because error here ig: 

error in the premises ; and until this is settled farther inquiry is preposterous, ¥ 

_then stated what I conceived to be the real question between the parties whe are 

the Word. 
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"Now ‘not aiéent to the discuasion of this question with you at présent 
because according to your apprehension of the Holy Spirit the question is down-. 
right nonsense ; and to prove this it is only necessary to substitute the meaning — 
of certain: words found in it for the words themselves, For instance, Gospel 
means the Word of God, and the Holy Spirit you'say means the Word of God... 
Substitute the Word. for Gospel and Holy Spirit, and the question is resolved 
into the following impertinance. 

Do we, or do we not, after obeying the Word of God receive the Word of 
God, &e Which is nonsense. Until we settle the premises then which are 
now’ fairly before you, all talk about ‘ miraculous power, the modus operandi 
of the Spirit, operations internal and external, inside of the soul and outside 
of the soul, &c. is worse than physics and metaphysics put together. 

A word or two more: You say, * This will thn of bie 
‘disciples easy... “I send the Spirit of Truth to you whom the world cannot re~ 
‘ceive Read this as you understand it then, and we have ‘I send the Truth 
“to you which the world cannot receive.’ Now if the world does not receive the 
“Truth who does? Why bid the Apostles go into all the world if the world could 
‘receive the Truth? And why say [ send the‘T'ruth to you when he had already 

Fiaally, “He wo ia sal be be. 


| As ever, fic. Ep. 


¥ 


flowing Note‘we insert as mode in ius kin 
reir ter kindness‘and polite manners: It was sent by a Senior 
in answer to an invitation to attend at Cincinnati meeting, and. 


ought,to be read and imitated by all us preachers, many of whem 
are seemingly, not aware of the unpleasant feelings which inat- 


_ tention in.this.respect creates, and so leave anes = make the 


pea 


o "Zour loner of the 97th ultimo ia before me. I regret extremely that it will not bein. 
. my power to be with the Disciples of Cincinnati on the 3d Friday of this month. The 
_q “eparture of my daughter for her residence in Mississippi about that time, added to some 
 ‘ndiapensatile engagements, madé prior to the reception of your letter, will forman 
effectual barrier against the great pleasure which 
‘mingling my voice with yours at the time alluded to. | 


fellow servant in of Christ. 
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thatthe of the Church. view- - 
ed either in its Greek, Papal, or Protestant form, is far. be- 


neath the standard of the New Testament in all that te- 


_ debate presidency with each other, and: boast a ‘superior 


discover that far from any'one of them deserving peco- 
liar distinction for what it has done, the whole three con- 


sidered ‘together have not, even at this advanced period ~ 
‘of Christian History, effected in behalf of the world that 


portion of good which ‘might very reasonably have been 
expected from any one of them. Which of them has 
changed the religion of an empire, and effected or brought 


about a well: defined improvement i in the moral and social 


_ condition of the, people? Not one of them; and it is but 


too manifest, that the manners of those portions of mankind. 


who exist under the immediate care of Greek. »Roman, and 
‘Protestant instructers, are miserably i impure. 
Reformers ought to improve on the experience of these. 


huge errorists; and as we have abandoned all other forms. 


of the Gospel: a Christ ‘and have chosen the Ancient one,. 


we should make it a business of devotional consideration: 


and prayer, that we by this holy message may accomplish,. 
at home and abroad every thing which its Author intended 


to. accomplish by it. Could not our Churches send a brace: 


of Evangelists to France? Could they. not send two té 


= Undoubtedly they could, if they would: agree. to 
_,, But let at Teast avail ‘ourselves all advantages for 


the improvement, of | things at home; our Churches: must 


clothe themselves with a character, worthy, of their Divine 
Author our Lord Jesus Christ, ‘They must distinguish 


because to find fault with. 


authority; but if we judge them by. their works we shall § 
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On Church Character. 


the conduct of those who are in error and to a less ourselves 
even with the Truth, is highly preposterous and unrighteous. 
There is a characteristic of the Ancient Churches which 
seems almost altogether awanting in modern institutions; 
_ that is the membership of children upon Gospel principles. 
Paul orders that our children be brought up in the nurture 
and admonition of the Lord; but he also speaks to chil- 


_-dren as members of the Church, and enjoinsonthemobe- 


dience to their parents:‘Children obey your parents in 
the Lord.’ John’s second Epistle is addressed. to Electa — 
(Cyria.and her children; and 
Epistle he states that, he loved, “them in the Truth,” and 
rejoiced greatly that he found them walking in the Trath, 
_ and rejoiced greatly that he found them walking in it ac- 
as the Apostles received commandment from’ the 
parties of the lave ; zeal for 
the religious education of children by Sabbath Schools, but 
have the boasted advantages of the plan been improved to 
- ‘the salvation of the children by their introduction into the 
- Church of God? I think not. What number of all those 
who are taught in Sunday Schools enjoy even in the as- 
semblies of their own parties the rank of members? Com- 
_ paratively very few. Are the party, SUR crowded 
with children in full communion? __ 
‘The proclaimers of the Ancient Gospel 6 ought by all con- 
7 siderations to depart from customs however consecrated by 
Yong practice, ‘if these customs are found to be at war with 
“the rogress ‘of reform.” Children’ can believe and obey 
the l'as well as parents; we know that to Christ they | 
‘are equally acceptable, and therefore they ought not to be 
neglected. One of the most affecting scenes I ever beheld, 
‘transpired a few nights ago in our village. One of the 
“Deacons who presides over the instruction of those mem- 
‘bers of ‘our church, who are. “really children, assembled 
with them in the house of one of The ‘ex- 
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-ercises consisted in recitations from the Sacred Scripture; 
questions; prayers and praises. The interest which the 
_ poor dear children took in all this was truly affecting. In 


this point it were impossible for them to be excelled even’ 
by their parents. The appartment was crowded and many 
of them were very little above 10 years of age. At the 


_-¢lese they all shak’d hands with each other in the warm- = = BH 


est manner, and parted full of joy and of the Holy Spirit. 
Blessed be the name of the Lord. I hope the time for 
parents to conclude that their children ‘are to be saved or 
condemned by the decrees of a fatal election or repro- 
bation, is fast posting away. 


‘LETTERS. 


Mantua, Sept. 22, 1893, Dear Bro. Scott.—May health, peace, and hap- 
piness attend you.———Under the great auspices of our heavenly Father, who 
gives us life and all its blessings I seat myself to address you, I can say to” 
you as the aged Apostle said of old, concerning some he loved sincerely, 
‘6 for the ‘Truth’s sake,”? may the Truth as it came from the Saviour, and asit' | 
was faithfully delivered by his Holy Apostles, abide in you for ever. I have 
many things to say to you, but at which shall commence? The state of the 
good cause in this vicinity is progressing, not so much by the addition of large 
numbers as by the growth of the disciples, and the correction of improprieties 
among them. That such improvement should be necessary is no wonder even — 
after the reformation has commenced, for the Apostles themselves had to do 
the same among the churches they formed : Indeed, that any of our race should 
attain to a superior degree of excellence by one exertion, is altogether a chime- 
ra, this was not done by the saints who had the first fruits of the Spirit. | 

In every revolution time is necessary to lea, to atrange and to organize. 


When this reformatipn first commenced, able and experienced men were much 


needed to take the lead in the Churches, as they were formed o/ persons called out 


_ Of the religious parties of the day, or from society making no profession. These 


could be fully supplied, only by our growth in the knowledge of the Word of the 
Lord. These wants have in part been supplied, Many matters not then un- 
derstood have been clearly developed, and thus by an increase of age, ‘know- 
ledge, wisdom, prudence, gifts and graces, the Churches are prepared to serve 
God better and to contribute more to their own. edification, and also to hold 
forth the Word of Life. But since you was with us. many individuals have. 
apostatized, and some Churches have fallen to pieces. But in the days of the 


Apostles the love of some waxed cold, and some candlesticks were removed. 
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262 Correspondence. - 

‘The opposition front the Methodists and Presbyterians, has continued unabated, 
_ ‘and so far as their influence extends, people have been prevented from hearing ; 

_ rey would, if possible, render the Gospél spoken by the Disciples, unworthy of 

public attention. I have never till of late felt as much confidence to hold forth the 

‘Word of Life ds I do at present-the cause is good and must prevail, and if we 


" Weré to sow the seed and others reap the harvest after we fall asleep we should 
‘be aniply rewarded. But great has been the success of the Ancient Gospel 


need to be even more solicitous for the perfecting of the Saints than for the con- 
‘version of sinners; for, if the individual, family, and church-character of the Dis- 
Ciples can be filled up according to the Scriptures, the light will shine con- 
Spicuously, and many will be converted to God. 

The Churches of this vicinity have suffered fiom the want of enesgetic 
‘discipline in some of them}; among which, the one at Mantua has suffered as 
much as any one; but the subject begins td be better understood, and I hope we 
have eneigy ; wisdont; and prudence, for that we may act 
according to the will of our heavenly Father. 


There is alsd another thing that should be corrected. 
tiples scatteréd about the country belonging to no congregation, but meet occa- 
sionally with different societies; of course they are under the care of none, and 
should they fall into temptation, to which we are all exposed, none would pre- 

‘Sume to take care of them,—they would feel responsible to no Church, conse- 

quently confidence in those who call themselves Disciples is impaired, be- 

am; some are known to assume that name that are destifude of the Christian 

cannot attend with a large body of Disciples, ought they not to meet together, 

read the Scriptures, converse on them, worship, and even break the loaf?® 

ra We have been pleased with your “ Evangelist,” 
Holy Spi. 

* * * * 


the favour of our heavenly Father, the Editor’s health may be ‘much better than 
it has been for some time past—that our heavenly Father may favour you 
abundantly, and enable you to speak his Truth as it ought to.be spoken, that 
the name of our Lord may be glorified. | 
. "Twas glad to see profane swearing and intemperance so severely censured. 
Also, the hints on “ Extremes and Abuses; and, especially the Essays on 
Christian Character. Do not let the disciples forget that subject. I have 


time nor room more, 
DARWIN ATWATER. 


think, dearly beloved, they ought. 
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within six years past—far beyond our most sanguine expectations, so that we | 
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Correspondence. 263 


The following letter is from Philadelphia to our beloved Bro. 

Major Daniel Gano: It conveys to us the pleasing assurance that 

the contention which was lighted up a few years ago by the Aposto- 

lival enunciation of the Gospel, has reached that city. May it 

never cease until the Disciples have annihilated the partyism by 
which our Holy Religion is so woefully disgraced. Ep. 

~ Dear Bro. Gano.—Last | evening I proclaimed the good news toa part of the 


world lying in wickedness, founded on the extraordinary triumph of our Lord 
Messiah over the fierce Inquisitor of the Sanhedrim—the persecuting Saul of 


Tarsus. Our meeting was full, exceeding in number any assembly we had had _ 
before. I discovered to them the fearfulness of their situation, the enormity of | 


their rebellion, and their ingratitude towards God. Endeavoured to show them 


their moral disease which as a plague spot infested their souls, and warned them 
as they valued their eternal weal to flee from the eternal wrath! Whither 
should they flee? Into the Haven of Hope, revealed to them in the Gospel Bay, 
I exhibited to them the remedy of universal application,—the prescriptive cure 
laid down by the Great Physician, and recommended to Saul of Tarsus by the 
devout Ananias “ Arise and be immersed and wash away thy sins, invoking the 
name of the Lord.” 
sinners in the Apostolic Age was imperative upon them also now. Was not 
this reasonable, was it not scriptural? If such was not the fact, by whom, I in- 
quired, or when had we been favoured with a new Revelation to set aside the. 
commission, believe and be baptized and thou shalt be saved, or to abrogate that 
law which proceeded out of Zion on the Day of Pentecost. “Reform and be im- 
mersed every one of you in the name of Jesus in order to the remission of sins.”?’ 


Or by what authority were we to change the institutions of Christ or to explain — 


away his words *’—And where do the Scriptures exhibit to our view @ middle 
ground? I contended that there were but two ~ piritual Kingdoms, and that we 


must belong either to the dominion of the Prince of Darkness, or the Prince of 


Light; and that the boundary between those two territories was truly and accu- 
rately defined. I urged them to bring their minds to the word of God unshakled. 
if possible by the prejudices of education, and to search the Scriptures and see 
if these things were so—and with many other words I exhorted them, saying, 
save yourselves from this untoward generation! “My father was there, I had 
advised him not to go as he would hear no doubt many things that would not 


square with bis views. He had committed himself enough on thesunday even- 


ing before when we asked him to preach. He then endeavoured to overturn all our 


"efforts, by preaching a hold fast let loose, let loose hold fast sort of doctrine, 


which for want of a better term I call nullification—a doctrine albeit which only 
served to strengthen usin our belief of the faith once delivered to the Saints. Just 


asthe people were about dispersing one of the brethren got up to urge upon them the : 


necessity of attending to what had beeu said, and by no means to separate the 
principle from the ways and means appointed by Christ to get at it; and not to 


run away with the idea that water alone washed away sins, they must connect it — 


urged upon them the fact that what was necessary to 
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with the"blood of Christ apprehended by faith. He sat down, and up rose my 


father; who after a few introductory remarks respecting consanguinity proceeded 
for halfan hour by much reasoning, which for its metaphysics was calculated to 


~ blind rather than to enlighten the eyes of the assembly, to show that baptism had 


a different meaning in the Apostolic Age to what it can possibly have now. On 
the passage Repent and be baptized for the remission of sins, he said, take away 
the causal particle for and it would be Repent and be baptized ——— remission 
of sins, and oe bi whole sense of the passage turned on the word for, he said it 
was notehe cause, but the evidentially procuring cause. He dwelt 
upon this pafticle cle for or a quarter, of an hour, and endeavoured to show that the 
whole of our notions were founded on a word, and that by the force of a word we 


; excluded the best of men from heaven. He appealed to his own experience, and 
declared that for 20 years he firmly and conscientiously believed in podobap- 


tism, and argued for the free admission of all professing Christians, whether Pres- 
byterians or others, into the church on the broad basis of Christian charity. This 
ill accords with the narrow way of the Gospel and the strait Gate; by open- 
dng this broad gate what a flood of corruption would and has in past times de- 
luged the Church! Thus my father’s reasoning was all founded on the particle 
for, which happens not to be the correct translation of the original Greek word 
eis. ‘This proposition signifies, fo, into, unto, among, ome upon, at, towards, 
against; and in composition always partakes of the of these English 
monosyllables, as eis-ago, to bring in; ets-akonoo, to hearken to; eis-dechomai, 
to receive info, &c. Campbell’s or McKnight’s Translation, tberefore, is cor- 
rect from eis aphesen hainartioon, tn order to the remission of sins, for this has 
the same power as “ unio”? the Remission, or “ towards” the Remission of 
sins. My father’s whole reasoning, therefore, was fallacious because founded on _ 
an erroneous translation which does not partake of the power of any of the mean- 
ings of the original Greek word. 

When he had done, the Bro. who had spoken before arose, and said, that the 


power of conviction was notin the wind, nor in the earthquake, nor in the 


fire, but in the still small voice. He contended for the truth, the whole truth, and 


nothing but the truth. Water alone was nothing. Spirit alone was nothing ; and 


those who stood up for the truth were bound to advocate the truth in the precise 
position in whichGod had placed it; and not aswasthe custom to break it up into 
fragments to serve party purposes He sat down, and I arose and said, that it 
was now 10 o’clock and time to dismiss; that they had heard the pro andcon,' — 
the for and against, and as they had the word of Ged in their hands they could 
appeal to that which alone was able to settle the difference. J. THOMAS. 


All letters and papers to the Editor to be addressed in future as follews: 
Walter Reon, Hamilton Co., O. 


a The Evangelist Printing Office bas been removed from Cincinnati 
to Carthage, a small Village, seven miles along the Canal, where all kinds of 
Eb. 
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